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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The Applicant Response dated April 9, 2007 to an Office Action dated November 
14, 2006 is entered. Claims 1-4, 6-14 are pending in this application. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed April 9, 2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

3. Regarding claims 13, 14, the Applicant (Remarks, pg. 10-12) has reproduced 
the passages of reference art SAYLOR that was indicated in the previous Office Action 
for the rejections of these claims and merely reproduces the whole claim limitation and 
argues that SYALOR does not disclose or suggest the limitation. The Applicant has not 
shown which particular part of the claim limitation, that was individually rejected in the 
Office Action, does not meet the claim limitation. Applicant's arguments fail to comply 
with 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 1 (b) because they amount to a general allegation that the claims 
define a patentable invention without specifically pointing out how the language of the 
claims patentably distinguishes them from the references. 

Response to Amendment 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-4, 6-14 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-3, 6-8, 10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Lazaridis (US Patent No. 6,463,464 B1). 

Regarding claim 1, Lazaridis discloses a method for providing a notification to a 
preferred communication device of a plurality of communication devices associated with 
a user, wherein each of the communication devices can be designated as the preferred 
communication device, the method comprising: 

receiving, at a server, a notification from one of the communication devices 
indicating that incoming data has been received at the one communication device (col. 
8, II. 43-55, send the message back over the LAN, WAN and gateway); 

transmitting the received notification to the preferred communication device (col. 
8, II. 43-62, delivering repackaged email to mobile device); and 

receiving, at the server, a selection, made by the user, of another one of the 
communication devices for which notifications are to be transmitted to the preferred 
communication device (col. 7, II. 11-14; col. 8, II. 6-9; user using mobile phone and 
remotely selecting computer device for which notifications are to be sent to the mobile 
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phone and this selection is notified in a redirected message to the LAN, WAN and 
gateway col. 8, II. 43-55; also col. 2, II. 58-65; for server based redirector, the server 
directly gets the notification of this selection of another device by the mobile phone). 

Regarding claim 2, Lazaridis discloses a method of notification of email, which 
inherently is stored in the email server database until it is delivered. 

Regarding claim 3, Lazaridis discloses selecting the device from wirelessly 
enabled hand-held computer, palm-top computer, a mobile phone or laptop (col. 6, II. 
38-44), and also FAX machine, a printer, voice mail (col. 6, II. 14-37). 

Regarding claim 6, Lazaridis discloses the redirecting of message and data 
based on selected senders (col. 12, II. 15-16). 

Regarding claim 7, Lazaridis discloses that the notification triggers to begin 
redirection of notifications are based on calendar event (col. 3, II. 14-41; col. 11, II. 35- 
37, II. 43-46). 

Regarding claim 8, Lazaridis discloses selecting the preferred communication 
device (col. 6, II. 38-44) based on calendar event (time of day; col. 3, II. 14-41; col. 11, II. 
35-37, II. 43-46) or a sender (calling party) (col. 12, II. 15-16). 

Regarding claim 10, it recites an apparatus performing functionality 
substantially same as the method claimed in claim 1. Lazaridis discloses such a system 
(Fig. 1). Refer to rejection for claim 1. 

Regarding claim 11, Lazaridis discloses storing of the preferred list of user- 
selected senders whose messages are to be redirected (col. 12, II. 15-16). 
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7. Claims 13, 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Saylor 
(US Patent No. 6,661,340 B1). 

Regarding claim 13, Saylor discloses a method for providing a notification to a 
preferred communication device of a plurality of communication devices associated with 
a user, the method comprising: 

receiving, at a network device (Fig. 1, item 130; central security server), 
information from a non-preferred one of the communication devices (control panel from 
one of the control panels of the properties of a user) indicating a call has been received 
at the non-preferred communication device (col. 5, II. 17-30; wireless data call 
communication from alarm systems of sensors) and identifying the preferred 
communication device (col. 6, II. 56-col. 7, II. 15, notifying different entity device based 
on alarm condition in notification); 

generating a notification corresponding to the received information (col. 7, II. 7- 
15; special instructions based on alarm notification); and 

transmitting the notification from the network device to the identified preferred 
communication device (col. 7, II. 7-15; sending notifications); 

Regarding claim 14, it recites an apparatus performing functionality substantially 
same as the method claimed in claim 13. Saylor discloses such a system (Fig. 1). Refer 
to rejection for claim 13. 

8. Claims 13, 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Lee 
(US Patent No. 6,882,838 B1). 
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Regarding claim 13, Lee discloses a method for providing a notification to a 
preferred communication device of a plurality of communication devices associated with 
a user, the method comprising: 

receiving, at a network device (Fig. 1 , item 20; SCP), information from a non- 
preferred one of the communication devices indicating a call has been received at the 
non-preferred communication device and identifying the preferred communication 
device (Fig. 1, items 10, 11, 6, 30, 28, 26, 20,; col. 6, II. 52-59; wireless terminal sending 
notification message with selected destination; Fig. 3C; col. 7, II. 31-49; SCP receiving 
the notification message); 

generating a notification corresponding to the received information (col. 7, II. 31- 
49; SCP generating call control message with forwarding number); and 

transmitting the notification from the network device to the identified preferred 
communication device (col. 7, II. 31-49; SCP sending the call notification through 
MSC/VLR to the destination device); 

Regarding claim 14, it recites an apparatus performing functionality substantially 
same as the method claimed in claim 13. Lee discloses such a system (Fig. 1). Refer to 
rejection for claim 13. 

9. Claims 13, 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Zhang 
(US Patent No. 7,116,972 B1). . 
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Regarding claim 13, Zhang discloses a method for providing a notification to a 
preferred communication device of a plurality of communication devices associated with 
a user, the method comprising: 

receiving, at a network device (Fig. 2, item 188; SCP), information from a non- 
preferred one of the communication devices indicating a call has been received at the 
non-preferred communication device and identifying the preferred communication 
device (col. 4, II. 19-29; col. 7, II. 7-18; col. 9, II. 18-28; SCP receiving the notification 
message with subscriber's choice); 

generating a notification corresponding to the received information (col. 4, II. 19- 
29; col. 7, II. 7-18; col. 9, II. 18-28; response message of SCP); and 

transmitting the notification from the network device to the identified preferred 
communication device (col. 4, II. 19-29; col. 7, II. 7-18; col. 9, II. 18-28; SCP sending the 
call notification through MSC to the destination device when subscriber choice is 
forward the call to a third party col. 4, II. 15-18; col. 6, II. 32-35; col. 9, 44-47); 

Regarding claim 14, it recites an apparatus performing functionality substantially 
same as the method claimed in claim 13. Zhang discloses such a system (Figs. 1A-1C, 
2). Refer to rejection for claim 13. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

12. Claims 4, 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by Lazaridis as 
applied to claims 1,11 above or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious 
over Lee (US Patent No. 6,161,008; herein after referred to as Lee '008). 

Regarding claim 4, Lazaridis discloses the use of calendar and programmable 
timer to start redirection of configured events (col. 3, II. 14-41; col. 11, II. 35-48; col. 12, 
II. 17-31; these are provided by host system and host system is defined as the system 
performing redirection program, and this system is also network server col. 2, II. 58-65). 

Lazaridis is silent on explicitly specifying the time period. 

However, in the same field of endeavor, Lee '008 teaches of user providing a 
selection of a time period during which notifications are provided to the preferred 
devices (col. 14, II. 9-39). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Lazaridis to allow user to specify time period and 
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corresponding device where he/she can be reached as taught by Lee '008 so that the 
user does not miss expected important communication (Lee '008, col. 14, II. 15-17). 
Regarding claim 12, refer to rejection for claim 1 1 and claim 4. 

13. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by Lazaridis as applied 
to claim 1 above or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over 
Skidmore (US Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0036380 A1). 

Regarding ciaim 9, Lazaridis discloses supporting any device capable of 
sending and receiving any data communication messages inherently suggesting the 
support for SMS (col. 6, II. 38-44). 

Lazaridis is silent on explicitly specifying the use of SMS. 

However, in the same field of communication, Skidmore teaches of using SMS 
as notification message using email server for redirecting message from the home PC 
(Paragraph 0012). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Lazaridis to use SMS messages as taught by Skidmore 
in order to communicate with a mobile device using a ubiquitous short message service 
with a fixed cost per message. 

14. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by Lazaridis as applied 
to claim 1 above or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Tran (US 
Patent No. 6,154,646). 
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Regarding claim 9, Lazaridis discloses supporting any device capable of 
sending and receiving any data communication messages inherently suggesting the 
support for SMS (col. 6, II. 38-44). 

Lazaridis is silent on explicitly specifying the use of SMS. 

However, in the same field of communication, Tran teaches of using SMS as 
notification message for call handling and redirection (col. 3, II. 60-col. 4, II. 9). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Lazaridis to use SMS message for notification in call 
handling and redirection as taught by Tran because SMS transport is real time, as 
opposed to Internet Protocol (IP) which not real time (Tran, col. 3, II. 13-15). 

Conclusion 

15. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US Patent No. 5,926,535 Reynolds 

US Patent No. 6,144,671 Perinpanathan 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hemant Patel whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8620. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fan Tsang can be reached on 571-272-7547. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Hemant Patel 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2614 
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